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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to the Response on 10/3/05. AppUcant's arguments have been 
fully considered but were not found to be persuasive. 

2. - Claims 1-64 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
' The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C* 103(a) as being unpatentable by Bowman- 
Amuah (US 6,842,906 Bl) in view of Baker et ah (hereinafter Baker) (US 6,611,498 Bl). 

4. As to claim 1, Bowman- Amuah teaches a computer-implemented method in a data 
processing system for providing resources adapted to at least one of a plurality of user 
environments (dictionary pattern environment, etc.) (col 4, lines 55-58, col 38, lines 60-67 
through col 39, lines 1-10), the method comprising the steps of: 

initiating execution (operation) of a program, the program having a session object and a 
resource identifier that is associated with a plurality of resource data stored in the session object 
(col 283, lines 48-64); and while the program is executing, determining from the session object 
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which of the plurality of user environments the program is executing in (done by the unique 
identity of identifier) (col. 283, lines 48-67, col 284, lines J-IO); and 

5. Bowman- Amuah teaches identifying which of the resource data is suitable for the 
determined user environment because the identifier identifies what is suitable. Bowman- Amuah 
fails to explicitly teach that the determination of the user environment is done by both the 
resource identifier and the determined user environment. However, Baker teaches a data 
processing system that adapts to a plurality of user environments based on environment 
variables, identifiers, languages (such as English, French, etc.), and by geographical location 
(col. 5, lines 33-37, col, 14, lines 42-53, col. 16, lines 25-42). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the feature of the 
determination of the user environment is done by both the resource identifier and the determined 
user environment to Bowman- Amuah' s data processing system, using identifiers addresses and 
objects to determine various types of services because this would extend the capabilities to an 
international level with people of many different languages (col 3, lines 33-37). 

6. As to claim 2, Bowman- Amuah teaches wherein the determined user environment 
identifies a location of a user of the program (location of the global addresses) (see Abstract). 
Baker also teaches identifying by a geographical location (col 3, lines 33-37, col 14, lines 42- 
53, col 16, lines 25-42). 
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7. As to claim 3, Baker teaches wherein the determined user environment identifies a 
language (such as English, French, etc.) of a user of the program (col 5, lines 33-37, col 14, 
lines 42-53, col 16, lines 25-42). 

8. As to claim 4, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . In 
addition, the broadest reasonable interpretation of the received resource data is satisfied in 
Bowman- Amuah by its object (col 283, lines 48-67, col 284, lines 1-10) or in Baker's 
environment variables (col 3, lines 33-37, col 14, lines 42-53, col 16, lines 25-42), 

9. As to claim 5, Bowman- Amuah teaches wherein the step of identifying which of the 
resource data is suitable comprises: loading a lookup object for linking the resource identifier 
with the resource data suitable for the determined user environment; and obtaining the suitable 
resource data from the lookup object by using the resource identifier and the determined user 
environment (col 192, lines 13-28). 

10. As to claim 6, Bowman- Amuah teaches wherein a number of users are using the data 
processing system; and wherein at least one lookup object is loaded for each user (col 140, lines 
49-67 through col 141, lines 1-12). 

11. As to claim 7, Bowman- Amuah teaches wherein a number of users are using the data 
processing system; and wherein at least one lookup object is loaded for a plurality of users (col 
140, lines 49-67 through col 141, lines 1-12). 
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12. As to claim 8, Bowman- Amuah teaches wherein the resource data comprises: step of 
obtaining the suitable generating a string identifier comprising the resource identifier and the 
user environment; and obtaining the suitable resource data using the generated string identifier, 
wherein the lookup object includes a link between the string identifier and the suitable resource 
data (col 283, lines 65-67 through col 284, lines 1-10 and lines 48-55). 

13. ' As to claim 9, Bowman- Amuah teaches wherein the step of obtaining the suitable 
resource data comprises: invoking a dictionary function to obtain one of a plurality of lookup 
objects corresponding to the determined user environment and that link the resource identifier 
with the suitable resource data (dictionary, Fig. 58, 62, or 63), 

14. As to claim 10, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1. 

15. As to claims 11-19, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claims 1-9, 

16. As to claim 20, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1. 

17. As to claim 21, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1. In 
addition, it is inherent that the data processing computer system contains a processing unit (CPU) 
and memory. 
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18. As to claim 22, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 4. 

19. As to claim 23, Bowman- Amuah teaches wherein the resource data comprise a string of 
at least one character (col 283, lines 65-67 through col. 284, lines 1-10 and lines 48-55). 

20. As to claim 24, Bowman-Amuah teaches wherein the resource data comprise a resource 
function including rules for character representation (col. 283, lines 65-67 through col. 284, lines 
J-JO and lines 48-55). 

21 . As to claim 25, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 2. 

22. As to claim 26, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 3. 

23. As to claim 27, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 5. 

24. As to claim 28, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . It 
is inherent that there are components (parts) that perform the limitations of claim 1. 

25. As to claim 29, Bowman-Amuah teaches wherein the lookup component generates a 
string identifier comprising the resource identifier and the user environment, and generates the 
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suitable resource data using the generated string identifier (coL 283, lines 65-67 through col 
284, lines I- JO and lines 48-55), 

26. As to claim 30, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 9. 

27. As to claim 3 1, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . 

28. As to claim 32, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 21. In 
addition, Bowman- Amuah teaches the first storage area and plurality of second storage areas 
(Fig. JO, JOOO, J020, etc.). 

29. As to claims 33-41, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claims 1-9. 

30. As to claim 42, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . 

31. As to claims 43-5 1 , they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claims 1-9. 

32. ' As to claim 52, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . 
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33. As to claims 53-62, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claims 21-30. 

34. As to claim 63, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . 

35. As to claim 64, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 21 . 



Response to Arguments 

36. During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given their broadest reasonable 
interpretation consistent with the specification." In re Hyatt, 21 1 F.3d 1367, 1372, 54 USPQ2d 
1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during 
prosecution, and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once 
issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 
162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

37. Applicant argues on page 16 of the Remarks that the objects in Bowman-Amuah are not 
the same as the objects in the claimed invention because the objects in Bowman-Amuah relate to 
business and not sessions. 

In response, Bowman-Amuah 's objects relate to business sessions (col. 102, lines 32-43, 

etc.). Nowhere in the Applicant's specification does it state that the system cannot relate to 

business. The broadest reasonable interpretation of the claimed language is satisfied. In 

response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
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nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co,, 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Baker also teaches session 
objects (col 5, line 62 and col. 8, lines 24-26, etc.). 

38. Applicant argues on pages 1 6-1 7 that Bowman-Amuah 's object identifier is unlike 
Applicant 's claimed object identifier because it doesn 7 relate to information about a determined 
user environment 

Bowman-Amuah teaches that objects represent elements of the computer-user 
environment and therefore, the user environment is identified and determined by its respective 
objects (col. II, lines 65-67), 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR lJ36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 , 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event. 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth Tang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3772. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 6:00PM, Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

' Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Kt 

12/27/05 




